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It must always be borne in mind that such thinkers never went the
length of denying all reality to the universe. They denied its reality
only as an independent and self-subsisting entity. As stated before, no
idealist has ever maintained that there is no sensible world ; all that
is said is that the things which the world calls real are mere appear-
ances on the true Eeality. At the same time it is fully acknowledged
that it is by means of these very appearances (emblems as they are
sometimes called) and the empirical knowledge gained through them
that man could take further steps in advance, and ultimately reach the
true Eeality, for though veiling, they at the same time possess the
capacity to reveal the presence of the deeper truth that consecrates
them.
This is exactly what the Indian Admitin means when he says that
the world is Mithyd or illusory. He means nothing more than what
Plotinus meant in his letter to Flaccus1. 'External objects5, he
writes, c present us only with appearances, that is to say, are phe-
^ometial only. Concerning them, therefore, we may be said to possess
opinion rather than knowledge. The distinctions in the actual world
of appearance are of import only to ordinary and practical men. Our
question lies with. the ideal reality that exists behind appearance.
How does the mind perceive these ideas ? Are they without us, and
is the reason, like sensation, occupied with objects external to itself ?
What certainty could we then have, what assurance that our perception
was infallible 2 The object perceived would be a something different
from the mind perceiving it. We should then have an image instead
of reality. It would be monstrous to believe for a moment that the
mind was unable to perceive ideal truth exactly as it is, and that we
had no certainty and real knowledge concerning the world of intel-
ligence. It follows, therefore, that this region of truth is not to be
investigated as a thing outward to us, and so only imperfectly known.
It is withm us. Here the objects we contemplate and that which
contemplates are identical—both are thought. The subject cannot
s-orely know the object different from itself. The world of ideas lies
within our intelligence. Truth, therefore, is not the agreement of
cm* apprehension of an external object with the object itself. It is
tlie agreement of the mind with itself. Consciousness, therefore,
is the sole 'basis of certainty 9.
1 Quoted m Max Muller's (Theosophy,' pp. 430-].

